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“CONTROVERSIAL. 


FOR THE MAGAZINE. 


REPLY TO REV. MR. SCOTT. 
Dear Srr,—I have received your second com- 
munication and read itagaia and again. I have 
read it the more carefully because I possess a 
strong desire to see and understand every thing 
which can be said against the opinions [ enter- 
tain. ‘That you succeeded in satisfying your- 
self with your arguments, charity bids me be- 
lieve ; but that you are far from satisfying others, 
is undoubtedly the truth. 

It becomes necessary for me to warn you a- 
gainst indulging a habit into which you seem in 
some measure to have fallen in’your last--the 
habit of drawing the attention of the reader a- 
way from the subject of. the controversy by ap- 
plying opprobrious epithets to me and my views. 
You represent the views of your antagonist as a 

* fearful delusion—a deadly error, and accuse him 
of being so ruled by the love of system as to 


persist in refusing te acknowledge what he be- 


lieves. Whenever | am conscious of doing this, I 
will permit you to accuse me of it. 
made angry by the accusation, nor shail | 
spend much time to remark upon it. A good 
cause does not need such assistance, a bad one 
is made werse by if. Such measures remind 
one of the frequent cry of heresy! heresy ! in the 
Papal Church. ‘The Pope undoubtedly at times 
felt the need of raising this cry; but it is to be 
doubted whether a wise policy would dictate 
such a course. 
I will call your attention to your first para- 
graph, which follows. 
‘‘Having proved in my former communication the doc- 
trine of a Future Judgment, I propose to shew in this that 


the punishment which is consequent upon the judgment, ; t 
(In the following manner. 


_ belongs also to the future state.” 

Am I not justified in infering from this, you 
are determined that nothing which can be said 
against your views shall bave any effect upon 
your mind? Notwithstanding you have not no- 
ticed a single argument which | used, to shew 
that you misapplied scripture in your first es- 
say, you come forward with the utmost sang 
froid and say, that having proved @ future judg- 
ment, you now propose te do something else.— 
What shall I think of this, Sir? 
reader think of it? I supposed that you were 
going to sit down to this discussion honestly and 
candidly to weigh the evidences offered. ‘This 
was my intention. A desire to see what could 
be said against the views I adopt was, in a great 
measure, my reason for proposing the discussion. 
I supposed that you would drop the character of 
the sectarian, to be the anxious inquirer after 
truth. But the words quoted, lead me to sus- 
pect that | was under a mistake. I still enter- 
tain the hope | was at first, right; but if not, | 
appeal from you to the intelligent reader, and re- 

uest him carefully to weigh the arguments on 
both sides of this question. 

I now wish to call your attention to a most 
important fact as connected with this discussion ; 
and this fact is, that you have entirely changed 
the ground of your argument since your other 


I am not 


communication was published. In that you! 
made the truth of your doctrine a scriptural | 
question altegether ; in this you take it entirely 
away from the scriptures. tt is true, that in| 
this you quote a few passages of Seripture, but | 
‘not for the direct purpose of preying a future 
retribution. ‘These passages are used to estab- 
lish such premises as you think you can infer the | 
doctrine of a future retribution from. Why this 
change of ground, Sir? Is it not best to make it 
altogether a scriptural question? You will not 
say, | trust, that you can prove it, unless it can 
be proved by the scriptures. Why then de you 
abandon the good ground, leap over the Scrip- 
tures, and make them ef secondary considera- 
tion? The true subject of discussion is, what 
the clergy have not been sufficiently disposed to 


attend to, ¥iz. Do the scriptures teach the doctrine 


of future retribution? Now let me beg of you, 
Mr. Scott, to bend your efforts to that point. It 
is the principal object; all others are of small 
importance. Every attempt to give this dis- 
cussion another direction appears to me to he 
a tacit acknowledgement that you are convinc- 
ed that the Bible is not so clear in favor of a 
future judgment, as you formerly thought it 
was. 

Your object in this second essay, as you state 
it, is to shew, 

‘’That sin is a crime of that character that it cannot re- 


‘sult of legal process. (Meaning I suppose in the 


fer for argument is your own assumption? 


What will the} 


ceive its full desert of punishment in this state.’’ 

When you speak of the punishment of sin, 
you distinguish between what yon call “the 
mere effect of sin” and “the award of justice.” 
The “mere effect of sin” “is the least part of the 
punishment of sin, if tt be any part of it.” “Bat 
the punishment we are now s}«aking of,” you 
add, ‘‘taking place under the divine law, is the 
effect of sin only in a judicial sense.” So much 
for your statement. Now how do yon prove it? 
“That this is the | 


fact is evident,” you say, ‘because it is the re- 


future state.) It isthe senfence of law. It fol- 
lows upon conviction by evidence. It is award- 
ed by the highest judicial authority, even that 
of Jehovah himself. Punishment is not there- 
fore the mere effect of sin.” Do you not see, 
dear Sir, that all and every thing you here ofsy 
If 
you do not mean that this legal process, and 
this sentence of law, conviction by evidence, | 
&c. take place in the future state, your argu- 
ment is utterly useless ; and if you do, you have 
begged the question and your proof is all as- 
sumption. 

Now suppose we allow, what you seem to) 
contend for, that punishment under the divine| 
law, i, e. punishment in the judicial sense, can- 
not be inflicted in this state of existence, what is 
the consequence? ‘The consequence is that 
what the scriptures have said about this subject 
is false. We are informed in the scriptures, 
that affer Cain murdered Abel, God punished 
him for it. God says, ‘the punishment of the 
iniquity of the daughter of my people is greater | 
than the punishment of the sinofSedom = ‘The | 
punishment of thine iniquity 2s accomplished, O 
daughter of Zion.” Lam. iv. 6, 22. Here the 


> ~-~ 


| curity to government.’’ 


punishment of Jerusalem is said to be accom- 

plished, witheut reference to any other state of 
existence. Again, “And if the family of Egypt 

go pot up, and come not. that have no rain, there 

shall be the plague wherewith the Lord shall _ 
smite the heathen that come not up to keep the 

feast of tabernacles. . This shall be the punish- 

ment of Egypt and the punishment of all nations 

that come not up to keep the feast of taberna- 

cles.” Zech. xiv. 18, 19. Now if God cannot 

punish the transgression of his law in this world, 

the above statement is false. Peter says, ‘‘Sub- 

mit yourselves to every ordinance of man for 

the Lord’s sake: whether it be to the king as 

supreme; or unto governors, as unto them that 

are sent by him for the punishment of evil deers, 

and for the praise of them that do well.” This 

statement-is false, if God does not punish men in 

this life for disobedience to his laws. When 

Cain said, “My punishment is greater than I can 

hear,” if the doctrine of a future retribution be 

true, why did not God remind him of the more 

dreadful punishment of hell in the future exist; 

ence, instead of renewing marks of his favor 

unto him? In your essay you distinguish be- 

iween the punishments inflicted by the laws of » 
society and those inflicted by the law of God, as 
though men are amenable to a lay which does 
not denounce punishment in this state of exist- 
ence. . If you are acquainted with no other law 
than revelation discloses, | am at rest. For by 
this we are assured, that earthly rulers are sent 
by Ged for the punishment of evil doers and the 
praise of them that do well. From this it is 
evident, that by their instrumentality God is 
said to recompence mankind. 


Another doctrine you set up is this: 
‘Punishment, properly so called, is not adapted or de- 


| signed to promote reformation, but to satisfy justice, to 


support the authority of the law and give stability and se- 
A 
Look at this reader. If it be true, justice is 
not satished with the promotion of reformation. 
Do you think God has any such justice? The 
authority of the law is not supported by the 
promotion of reformation. Do you think God 
has any such law? Government does not ob- 
tain stability and security from the promotion of 
reformation. Wonderful statement! Well then, 
suppose punishment do not promote reforma- 
tion ; suppose that instead of reforming men, it 
makes them worse, then justice will be satisfied ! 
the authority of God’s law will be supported! 
and the divine government will obtain stability 
and security!! To support this egregious ab- 
surdity, punishment under human law is brought 
forward, and Mr. Scett pleasantly and trium- 
phantly inquires, whether a man is hung for his 
good? This is not original with him, but is a 
theme with his brethren generally. Although 
some people have treasured up this argument on 
account of their opinion of its worth, there is no 
manner of force in it, and lam surprised Mr S. did 
not see that there is none. Letius then allow,that 
under human governments,men are executed and 
that human rulers’ do not design this punishment 
for the goodgof those who suffer it. Does this 
prove God will punish men without designing 


their good? No. Does it prove that God can- 
not overrule this very event for good, even to 
the person who suffers? No. If capital punish- 
wents as many contend are unjust and cruel, in 
that case what does it prove? But leaving this 
out of the question, let us inquire why human 
governments inflict the punishment of death? 
Is it to satisfy the offended justice of the com- 
monwealth? Ne—the commonwealth has ne 
justice but what would be satished with the re- 
formation of the offender. Why, then, is the 
puoishment of death inflicted? Mr. Scott shall 
answer the question—to “give stability and se- 
curity to government.” If our rulers bad it in 
their power to reform the criminal, to make 


“him anew man and an honor to the state and| ing to the work of the wicked: again, there be wicked 


could at the same time secure the government 
equally as well, would they execute the crimi- 
nal? No—No every voice replies. ‘Then it 
appears that capital punishments are inflicted 
by necessity ; and that society would be very 
clad to get rid of them, if it could consistently 
with the security of its government. Who will 
contradict this? Now has not God the power 


‘ + 
» aed 4 nS! , 
+ ! « 

UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. * to © Maes 
weapons which are not carnal, “it flies to this: has read it 
as its Jast resort.” | am the more disposed on 
this account to give it a fair and caretul atten- 
tion, If you really believe the argument sound, 
Sir, you will be willing to see it examined, and 
will, therefore, pay particular attention to what- 
ever can be said in relation to it. 

[ shall, in the first place, examine the scrip- 
tures which you bring forward to prove that 
wicked men are not punished in this life. That 
the reader may have the subject fairly before 
him, thereby the better to understand it, I will 
quote the passages in the same order in which 
you brought them forward. 

«There be just men, unto whom it happeneth accord- 


for the truth o statement. 
afllictions of this life, you say, 

“The righteous have, and always 
not a much larger portion than the wicked.”’ 

You iabor to prove the wicked prosper, that 
they are happy, and that they enjoy themselves 
more than. others. And yet you very gravely 
quote the passage from Solomon, “all things 
come alike to all,” &c. If these words prove 
any thing, they shew, that if the righteous are 
punished in this lite, the wicked are also pun- 
ished here ; and that if the wicked, as you say, 
have abundance of pleasure here, the righteous 
have, at least, as much. Now here your whole 
theory is ovyerthrewn, by your own application 
of scripture. Dear Brother, you accuse me of 
having my mind darkened and my judgment 
warped by the love of theory so that I cannot 
see the truth. There is no need of my return- 
ing the accusation. 

After having shewn that your application of 
the last quoted passage entirely overihrows the 
doctrine for which you contend, | wish to call 


Ee man, W and child, 


men to whom it happeneth according to the work of the 
righteous.’’—Eccl. viii. 14. 

This you say Solomon tells us, at the same 
time quoting his words, is the case, “while they 
live, and after that they go to the dead.” If 
you understand the words, “and after that they 
'go to the dead,” to signify not simply “that they 
‘go to the dead,” but that “after that” the same 


peaking of the | 
as large, if 


which human governments want to reform his state of things continues, then have you with 
creatures, create them anew and make them ho- | 09¢ blow demolished your whole fabrick. For 
ly? Who will doubt it? Is there any necessi-| 1! as you suppose, the wicked prosper and the 
ty of his punishing men without designing their) righteous suffer in this life, and things are to 
reformation in order to secure his government ?) hem the same “after that they go to the 
No one will pretend it. ‘Then does Mr. Scott ead,” what, in the name of common sense, be- 
attribute to the Father of our spirits an action; Comes of your doctrine of future retribution ?— 
beyond all description hateful and wicked in! But if, laying emphasis on the word that, you 


man? Father io Heaven, forgive thy blinded| Understand Solomon to say that this state of 


children, they know not what they do. things continues while they live only, and that 
Lcannot describe the surprise I fee! when 1) “#fter that they go to the dead,” then are you 
find a man contending that Almighty God, the |!" equally as bad a condition. For why did not 


your attention to the fact that Solomon, so far 
from inferring from his statements as you do, a 


future retribution, did not believe such a doctrine, 


but distinctly stated a contrary sentiment. He 
says, “But the dead know not any thing, neither 
have they any more a reward ; tor the memory 
of them is forgotten. Also their love, and their 
hatred, and their envy is now perished.” Eccl. 
ix. 5, 6. 
Kcclesiastes believed in a future conscious exist- 
ence, | cannot say. Some things which he had 
said would lead us (o think be did not. 


Whether the author of the book of ~ 


If this 


giver of every blessing, punishes his creaiures | S0!omon make the same ‘inference that you do?| were the case, if he were in fact destitute of 


without designing their good. The character 
of Nero is not blacker than this which men as- 
scribe to God. And yet some times they fell 
pleasant and triamphant, when they think they 
have succeeded in proving that Ged possesses 
such a character. It would be as great a calam- 
ity to them if God were in reality such a being, 
as it would to any body else, except the disposi- 
tion they manifest in rejoicing at it, procure 
them his favor. 

Atthe end of one of his paragraphs, into 
which Mr. 8. has collected several of the meta- 
phorical expressions of the sacred writers and 
rested his argument entirely upon the literal 
sense of them, he says, “and all this, it should 
seem, after the mercy apd grace of God have 
been exerted iw vain.” It seems according to 
this, that God really made an exertion to save 
-mankind, but did not succeed. 
Mr. Scott, how do you know he will succeed 
any better in altempting to damn them? For if 
he failed in one attempt, he may io another.— 
Or will you say, that he did not enter very 
earnestly into the work of saving men, but will 
see that the work of damning goes on without 
any interruption or failure? 

{ now come to consider the main argument of 
your communication, viz. that as wickedness is 
not sufficiently punished, nor righteousness suf- 
ficiently rewarded in this life, and as mankind 
will be reéompensed according to their works. 
so there must be a future state of retribution. 


€ ki aeal P 7¢ ; abrick is eee t rs ; 3 
t cannot help remarxing here again, that you whole fabrick witha singie blow: You have! Will the wicked suffer the judgment of be sword - 


take the controversy entirely off of scriptural 


In reply to this,’ 


‘Ifthe sense in which you understand his words | the glorious hope of immortality which the gos- 
| be the right one, why did he fail to draw the pel inspires, how can his. writings be alledged 
conclusion you draw ? ir he believed in a fu-|in favor of the doctrine of a fulure retribution ? 
| tare retribution, why did he say simply that) He seems throughout to have looked upon the 
men “go tothe dead”? Isnot this the strongest) future as a state of uncouscionsness, in which 
ikind of circumstantial evidence that he did not|*the dead know not any thing,” man, in his 
believe in a retribution in the future life? You opinion, haying ‘no pre-eminence abeve a 
think that he asserts a very great inequality in beast.” fh if he, like us, believed ina future 
God's dealings with men in this world; and iu|siate of existence, neither then can his words 
Pode’ away ko which 1 ap replying, yeu make | he brought forward in favor of a future retribu- 
| this supposed inequality almost the sole ground | tion, as he distinctly asserts concerning the dead, 
| on which you found your doctrine. Now if for} «neither have they any more a reward.” Weel. ix. 
argument’s sake I grant all you say about the 5, See also verse 10. Now tell me, dear Sir. 
el eek alata of nee a 7 tas avail you|{ beseech you, if these passages have not a di- 
nothing. An argument deduced from it now i : , inj your cause 

‘worth no more than it was in the days of Solo. jc apenas 
mon. If it was not worth 
then, why de you use it? 


e di In order to excite public odium against me, 
bringing ‘ferward you have classed me with Job’s friends, Ihave 
sl ie? ee | no evidence to convince me that either they or 
. : ae sited cok at your other quotation from | Job believed in a future retribution. But if [ 
er CSA ee : _ | am justly classed with Job’s trieuds because | do 

No man knoweth either love or hatred by all that is / not believe in a future retribytion, with whom 


“efore them. All things come alike to all ; is 
: g ie all; there is one} ye ay <aeAne 9 r 
event to the righteous and to the wicked ; to the good, | must you be classed because you do? Youmay 


and to the clean, and to the unclean ; to him that sacrific- | be classed with Jews, Mahomedans, OF Pagans, 
eih and to him that sacrificeth not: as is the good, so is, as you please. Lut whether lam like Job, or 
the sinner ; and he that sweareth as he that feareth an lhis friends, or his enemies is not the question; 
igre anti Ecel. ix. 1, 2. but this is it: Do the Scriptures teach the doctrine 
| This passage you quote without any remark. | of a future retribution 7 Job believed in a judg- 
| Now, Sir, look this passage full in the face, and| ment, ¥ allow; but that he did not believe this 
answer me ihis question : Do you receive it as judgment is in the future state is evident from 
truth in a strictly literal sense ? You answer in| the following: “Be ye afraid of the sword: for 
the affirmative. Then, dir, you are again re-\wrath bringeth the punishments of the sword, 
futed: You have once more brought down yourhiial ye muy know there is a judgment.” xix. 29.— 


refuted the argument in support of which your| in the future siaie ? If Jobbeiieved in a fuiare 


round and manifest a dispositi Shama f he at aa e rh. . A at . : 
te Fetenia # : poeticn toinfera future | W hole essay w as written. What did you en-| retribution, why did he n@say so? | have no 
sty ' retribut.oo from certain circumstances, }deavor to prove in that essay? Ans. That the} deubt you would have quoted bis assertion to 


rather tau to establish it with direct proof rom| wicked flourish in this world. 
Lhe argument to which I have! 
alluded is very precious, | have no doubt, in| 


the scriptures, 


your sight; 


language, I 
RUOApieT, 


might call it the stren# bold of Ar 


and if i were disposed to repeat your | 


£ . ; 
for when beaten on every side by! 


Now do you not| this effect. if there were such an one. Speaking 
see, that if “all things came alike to all,” if} of the wicked he says, “ihe clods of the vailey 
there is one event to the righteous and to the |shail be sweet unto lim,” an expression burdiy 
wicked,” the righteous must also flourish in (his! consistent with the idea that mankind are to 
world? But the whole design of your commu- suiler moce in the next workd than they de in 
nication is to prove the reverse. 1 appeal to this. ; 


a 
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You next quote, Jer. xil. 1, “Wherefore doth 
the way of the wicked prosper ? Wherefore are 
all they happy that deal treacherously?” I 
believe it is a good rule, not to infer froma 
man’s words what he himself did not believe.— 
That Jeremiah did not believe that the wicked 
go unpunished in this life is evident from the 
very chapter from which you quoted the above 
text. See verse 12—17, “The spoilers are come 
upon all high places through the wilderness : for 
the sword of the Lord shall devour from one end 
of the lund even to the other end of the lund: no 
flesh shall have peace. They have sown wheat, but 
shall reap thorns ; they have put themselves to pain, 
but shall not profit s and they shall be ashamed of 

our revenues, because of the fierce unger of the 
‘Lord. (You will please to observe that this is 
all in this state.) Thus saith the Lord agaznst all 
my evil neighbors, that teuch the mnheritance which 
I have caused my people Israel to inherit ; behold, 
IT will pluck them out of their land and pluek them 
out of tie house of Judah from among them. And 
at shall come to pass, after that I have plucked 
them out, I will return and have coinpassion on 
them, and will bring them again every man to his 
heritage and every man to lus land,” &c. &c. If 
you meant to convey by the quetation you made 
from Jeremiah, the idea that the wicked go un- 
punished in this life, I cannot see why you do 
not wrest the Scriptures from their connexion 
and give them a meaning they were not design- 
ed to bear. 

The next company you place me in, Mr. 
Scott, is that of David, at a time when he was 
¢o foolish and ignorant, according to his own 
‘confession, that he was as a beast before God.— 
“What did David say that time? He said, 

“s]} was envious at the foolish, when I saw the prosper- 
‘ity ef the wicked Yor there are no bands in their death, 
but their strength is frm. They are not in trouble as 
‘other men, neither are they plagued like other men,”’ &c. 

Now, Sir, it is perfectly evident, if my views 
are as David’s were when he entertained this 
opinion of the wicked, that there is no d.flerence 
between youand I,for you quote these very words 
to support your doctrine of unequal providence in 
this world. What subject of -ditference is there 
between me and you, if David believed what 
you say he did and lagree with him? I will 


sow pay some attention to your construction of 


the case of David as recorded in Psalm Ixxiii. 
Let the reader turn to the Psaim. 

You say, “‘He once thought that the present is the 
state of reiribution, when God in his dealings with men, 
makes all that distinction between the righteous and the 
wicked, which is implied in his rendering to every man ac- 
cording to his deeds.” _ 

You could not have made a statement more 
opposed to truth than this. For if David thought 


so, why do you quote the words he then utter-| 


ed, to prove that this is not a state of reirivu 

tion? ‘There is a strange inconsistency here. 
So far from his believing, before he received dt- 
vine instruction, that this is a state of retribution, 
he expressly said of the wicked, “they are not 
in trouble as other men.” ‘Tbe true state of 
David's case is, that while he was foolish aud 
ignorant as a beast, he did not believe that the 
wicked were punished. But when he ‘went 
into the sanctuary of God” and understood their 
end, be found that their prosperity was not real; 
their elevated situation he represents by “slip- 
pery places,” from which God cast them “down 
into destruction.” And then he exclaims, with 
astonishment at their quick desiruction, a 

though he then beheld it, “How are they 
brouzht into desolation, as an a moment ! they are 
utlirly consumed with terrors.’ 1 see no salis- 
factory reason, why you brought the case of Da- 
vid forward, if you uudersiood it, unless you 


expected so to manage it that others should not 
seeitsrealbearing There is not perhaps a sin- 
gle case in the whole Bible which is more against 
you. He once thought that the wicked were 
more happy than others. But when he ascer- 
tained the truth respecting them, that although 
they were high, they were on “slippery places,” 
and that even their very prosperity was destruc- 
tion, he blamed himself greatly and said, “So 
foolish was I and ignorant, | was as a beast be- 
fore thee.”’ I cannot see that he has reference 
in this matter to any other state but this: he 
does not speak of the wicked in any otherstate, 
but represents the sad reverse of their fortune, 
if reverse it can be called, as taking place “in a 
moment.” 

I have now paid attention to the Scriptures 
you quoted to shew that men are not recom- 
pensed in this life. I have some more remarks 
to make upon them in comparison with another 
class of Scriptures, but the length of this com- 
munication admonishes me to reserve these re- 
marks, with what I have to say on other topics 
of your essay, fur another communication. 

Tuomas Wurrremore. 


FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


A LETTER, 
To Rev. Daniel Hemenway, of Wareham, Mass. 


Sir,—Your Sermon, delivered at the funeral 
of Mrs. S——, sometime since, has lately fallen 
inte my hands, and! have given it a careful 
reading. But finding some ideas therein ad- 
vanced which appeared to me rather inconsis- 
tent with scripture and reason, | have at length 
concluded to present my difficulties to you in 
this public manner, desiring you asa friend and 
faithful minister of the gospel, to endeavor to 
enlighten and correct me, if ] am wrong; and 
also to shew hew you reconcile the sentiments 
advanced in your sermon,with your avowed prin- 
ciples of Calvinism. 
of a few quotations from your sermon, 
say, page 4, 

‘°f must confine myself to the single point of urging you 
to make no delay in settling your account with God.”’ 

P. 7, ‘‘Who will hazard the experiment of delaying to 

future period his preparation for heaven, while such a 
ummons is possible ?”” 

P.10, ‘Who will expose to such hazard the eternal happi- 

ness of the soul?» ho would place at such a risk his natural 
|life, or his property? Then as you are wise as it respects 
/this woild, be wise also as it respects the coming world 
| Improve health in amassing imperishable riches.’’ 
Pp. 12, 138, ‘*Now, while lite and healih and reason are 
‘in your possession, settle your accounts with God. VW hile 
you enjoy the means of grace, secure to y ourselyes an in- 
terest in the atoning blood of the Lamb.’ 


You 


a 
s 


professed Arminian, it would not have been so 
surprising. 
minister who believes in personal Election and 
Reprobation, ‘total Depravity and Irresistible 
Grace, I coniess 1 caunot reconcile them. Do 


cable decree, secured the eternal interests of all 
the elect; and made their salvation sure in the 
atoning blood of the Lamb? ii so, why exhort 
them to secnre that which was already secured 
}{o them before they were born? And as the 
reprobates were doomed by an unalterable de- 
‘cree to endless pain, why tell them to “secure 
‘to themselves an interest in the atoning blood of 
/ the Lamb”? [If mankind were born sinners and 
wholly and totally depraved, | see no chance tor 
(hem to secure an interest in the Lumb of them- 


selves, or to “improve health in amassing im- 
perishable riches;” especially when none but 
| 


the elect are to be converted, and they too by 
the irresistible power of God. Supposing, Sir, 
the elect do “hazard the experiment of delay- 
ing to a future period their preparations for 
heaven,” do you think by this delay, any of the 
elect will be lost ? Or can the reprobates “while 
enjoying the means of grace,’ contrary to the 
fore-ordination of God frustrate his plan and 
“secure to themselves an interest in the atoning 
blood of the Lamb ?” Here, Sir, is a difficulty 
which I wish you to explain, when you can 
make it convenient.—And furthermore, [ can- 
not reconcile your ideas with the apostle’s : He 
says, By grace are ye saved through faith, and 
that not of yourselves, it is the gift of God; not 


Here | must avail myself 


Sir, bad such ideas falien trom the lips of a) 


But when they are advanced by a/ 


you not believe, Sir, that God bas, by an irrevo-| 


rat. 


of works lest any man should boast.” He as- 
scribes salvation to the gift of God, and instead 
of saying, he had ‘‘amassed imperishable riches 
and. secured to himself an interest in the aton-, 
ing blood of the Lamb,” he counted all his righ- 
teousness as filthy rags, and exclaims, “ O 
wretched man that | am, who shall deliver me 
from the body of this death.” 

Again, as people are admonished and urged 
by your sermon, to ‘settle their aecount with 
God,” | hope you will have the goodness to in- 
form me what you mean by this form of expres- 
sion. I have generally understood that orthodox 
people supposed there would be a day of judg- 
ment at the end of time, in which people will 
settle their accounts with God; but as you urged 
them to do it, while life und health are in posses- 
sion, | infer thal you think it can be done -here, 
and consequently that you have settled your 
account with God : if so, | wish to be informed of 
the result of the settlement, and likewise wheth- 
er there will be need of another settlement in 
the future world. That you believe ina day of 
judgment in the future state, is evident {rom 
page 16. Hence, you think, if people are to be 
rewarded aud punished there according to their 
own deeds here in the body, I wish you would 
inform me how the cases of David and Uriah, 
Paul and Stephen, will be prosecuted in the 
general judgment. 

On page 8, speaking of the sinner, you say, 
“Unreconciled to God, he enters upon an eter- 
nal, a changeless existence !” By this quota- 
tion, you intimate that sinners will eternally re- 
|main unreconciled to God. But here | must 
differ from you, for | have some time been in 
the habit of believing with St. Paal, that, 
;peace was made “through the blood of the 
| cross, to reconctie all things unto Christ, wheth- 
ler they be things in earth or things in 
iheaven.”? However, should you endeavor to 
ishew that | am wrong, | wiilattend to what you 
say op the subject. I believe we shall all en- 
| ter upon an eternal, a changeless existence, but 1 
believe it will be a happy existence, in which 
there will be no sorrow, nor crying, nor any 
more pain, in which tears will be wiped from 
all faces, in which we shall all be freed from 
isin, and made alive in Christ, bearing his heay- 
/enly image forever, 

On page 16, in ing the aged fathers, 
‘you say, ‘soon you must be gathered to your 
ifatbers, soon the reward a life, devoted to 


address 
Is of 
God, will be bestowed upon you, in a crown of 
‘unfading glory—ovr, the consequences ot sin you 
must experience.” Sir, this is 
ment; it is often advanced by orihodox preach- 
ers. But | confess |-do not see the propriety of 
Do you believe, Sir, that the person whose 
life is devoted to God merits any other reward 
than the cousolations and happiness of such a 
lite? Ifa life devoted to God must be rewarded 
with a crown of untading giery in the future 
world—what ought to be the 


no new senti- 
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eternity devoted to God? If imperfect men 
deserve to be rewarded with a crown of unfad- 
ing gloryfor their short services of devotion, ought 
not the services and devotions of perfect and 
holy men to be rewarded somewhere! Fur- 
thermore you intimate that sinners do not expe- 
rience the consequences of sin, until they are 
“gathered to their fathers.” But, Sir, is this 
correct? Are not all the evils of this lite, both 
of body and mind, the consequences or effects of 
sin? If so, are not the consequences or eflects 
of sin experienced before we are “gathered to 
our fathers”? When did the apostle Paul ex- 
perience the consequence of sin, if not in this 
world? Or did he sin withimpunity? He says, 
“all have sinned and come short of the glory of 
God ;” but does not say, that the consequences 
of sin will be delayed till we are “gathered to 
our fathers,” in the future world! No—for his 
very words imply the reverse, because the com- 
ing short of the glory of God, is a consequence or 
effeet of sin,—and he furthermore assures us, 
that, “he that is dead is freed from sin ;”’ con- 
sequently from the puvishment attendant ‘on 
sin. Besides, the Scripture represents sin and 
misery, virtue and peace, as cause and conse- 
quence : “The way of the transgressor is hard. 
—There is no peace to the wicked,” &c. “But 
the ways of wisdom, are pleasantness and peace. 
They which have believed do enter into rest. 
Great peace have they that love thy law,—and 
there is peace in believing,” &c. And, Sir, 
the Scriptures so far from teaching that the ef- 
fects of virtue and vice are delayed to the fu- 
ture world, expressly declare that “the righte- 
ous shall be recompensed in the earth, much 
more the wicked and the sinner.” If you, Sir, 
know of any scripture, which, contrary to this, 
teaches that mankind shall be recompensed any 
where else, according to their characters in the 
earth, | wish to know where it is, and also how 
you would reconcile it with the idea, that any 
will be saved, when scripture and experience 
‘both declare that, all have sinned and gone out 
of the way, and that “ God will render to every 
man according to his deeds.” Information is 
greatly wanted on the foregoing subjects, Sir, 
and as it is requested from one who would “ Im- 
prove health in amassing imperishable riches,” 
a speedy reply is anticipated. Again, on page 
16th, you say, “ May they (the remaining off- 
spring) in the glass before them see their own 
frailty, and be excited to an immediate prepa- 
ration for the judgment—” Here, Sir, I wish 
to inquire what you mean by thissentence? If 
in the judgment all people are to be recompenc- 
ed according to the characters they sustained in 
this life (as orthodoxy affirms) whether good or 
bad : are they not already in preparation for 
such a judgment? Or can mankind so prepare 
themselves in this world as not to be subject to 
such a judgment? Or will they by preparing 
for the judgment be exempted frem receiving 
according to their evil works? Will you allow. 
sir, that a person who has committed murder and 
justly deserves to be hung, can so prepare bim- 
self previous to his trial or judgment, as to evade 
justice and be judged innocent? If not. how can 
mankind who have all committed infinite sin and 
justly deserve infinite punishment, as ealrinism 
affirms, 0 prepare themselves as to escape jus- 
tice and be judged as worthy of everlastiag life? 


Sir,! desire a candid answer to these queries ; as 
they are made in compliance with the injunction 
of the apostle, “ Prove all things, hold fast that| 
Which is good.” Notwithstanding there are| 
some things in your sermon that to me appear 
exceptionahie, there are also many ideas there | 
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vate meditation ; and the design of this letter is 
not to cendemn, but to solicit general informa- 
tion and instruction, whereby, should | be con- 
vinced that your doctrine and ideas are true, | 
may yet have an opportunity of * securing to 
myself an interest in the atoning blood of the 
Lamb.” Your affectionate and humble serv’t, 

JOHN MAXIM, jr. 


Carver, Dec. 3, 1826. 
nna ee ob EE eS 
UNITARIAN CONFESSION. 


The following article, from the Wew York. Christian 
Inquirer, a Unitarian work published mm the city of New- 
York, supposed to be written by the Editor of that paper, 
condemns fully the present conduct of the great body of 
Unitarians, and maintains that that conduet is fast build- 
ing up the Universalists at the expepce of Unitarian soci- 
eties. As this statement comes probably from an eminent 
member of that body of Christians, we may believe that 
they already feel the consequences of the measures spoken 
against. 

“« There cannot be so much difference in sen- 
timent between the great body of Universalists 
in this country and Unitarians, as_ to justify the 
latter for withdrawing intercourse and fellow- 
ship from the former, and 1 cannot but hope 
that the time is not far distant, when more lib- 
eral sentiments and feelings will be exercised 
by us, towards this class of our fellow christians. 
In England, we all know, that several of the 
most zealous and useful Unitarian ministers pub- 


licly avow their belief in the final restoration of 


all men to happiness; and if l do not mistake, 
this is the belief of the great body of Uniiarians in 
this country. Why then should we hesitate to 
avow our sentiments explicitly upon this subject, 
or at least, would it not be good policy, if we 
wish success to the cause of liberal christianity, 
to extend our sympathy and christian intercourse 
to these brethren. If we persist in our present 
course, | am pursuaded that the Universalists, 
who are a zealous and numerous class of ehris- 
tians, and cortinually increasing, will increase 
and flourish atthe expense of many of our older 


societies.” 
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Another year into the past is gone, 

And from the womb of time another’s born; 

Before the end of this, God only knows, — 

Kind Patrons, which of us his short career shall 
close. \ 


As custom is, before you I appear 

Again to wish you all a Happy Year, 

Again to bring my annual gratulation—— 

Again to greet your ears with tidings of salyation. 


Oft as I’ve trudged my weekly course around, 

Through alleys, lanes, and over frozen ground, 

In places, courts, thro’ street succeeding street, 

The ruthless, raging storm upon my head has 
beat. 


Before the lark tuned her inspiring lay, 

Or nature’s songsters hailed th’ approaching day, 
Before the East was lighted by the sun, 

My place of rest ve left, my duty I’ve begun, 


If faithful to my trust | spend my days, 

And worthy am of gratitude and praise, 
Cheerful Pil take whate’er youre pleased to give, 
And more,still more devoted to your welfare live. 


I come net now without good news to tell, 

Of triumphs gained o’er sin, and death, and hell, 
On every side darkness has fled apace, 

Before the glorious day of our Redeemer’s grace. 


From north é south, from east & west, behold! _ 

Strangers are flocking to the Saviour’s fold ; 

Through him they humbly praise, (hrough him 
adore, 

“God who is over all, blessed forevermore.” 


Hark! then, hear their glad notes—their joys 
arise, 

Their swelling anthems reach the distant skies ; 

Angels bend down to listen, and rejoice 

O’er sinners gained, and praise exalts their 
heavenly voice. 


But midst the gen’ral transport some are mute, 

They teuch nor harp, nor string, nor pipe, nor * 
lute, . 

Before them sinners march the heavenly road, 

And enter into rest, obtaining faith in God. 


Poor votaries of error!-—O what fear 

Upon their care-worn faces doth appear! 

The cause of this despair full well we know— 
Their Devit has of late received a fatal blow. 


B****** the field of battle with him took, 

Nor sword, nor lance he grasped! but with a book 

He chased the great Deceiver all around, 

And best and lastly beat him off of Christian 
ground. 


The cause of truth prevails from sea to sea; 

In Christ are found life, light-and liberty. 

‘The borrid din of hell has nearly ceased, 

And men with peace which passeth understand- 
ing blessed. 


Valiant for truth, our public servants fight, 

** Strong in the Lord, and power of his might.” 

Fearful of God alone, te jay towield 

The arms “ the word,” &* faith,” « peace” & 
* salvation” yield. 


; grace, 
Until another year has run its race,— bi 
Yea, even till life’s changing journey’s o'er, 
And then receive us all, and bless us evermore 

° Ww. 


